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3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 
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6) ^ Claim(s) 6-12 and 22 is/are rejected. 
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8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 
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Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
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DETAILED ACTION 



Affidavit Under 37 C.F.R. 1.131 

1 . The declaration filed on 08/1 6/2005 under 37 CFR 1.131 is sufficient to overcome the 
Heeren et al. reference. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 6-12 and 22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Hamilton et al. (U.S. Patent 6,559,860 Bl), Butler et al. (U.S. Patent 6,141,724) and further in 
view of Shaw et al. (U.S. Patent 6,362,836 Bl). 

In reference to claims 6 and 22, Hamilton et al. discloses a method and apparatus for 
defining and connecting graphical objects to one another in an object oriented computing 
environment (see column 1, lines 11-13). Hamilton et al. discloses the invention being run on a 
variety of computers or computing systems (see column 2, lines 64-67) wherein one of the 
systems comprises a server communicating with another "node," further defined as another 
device, processor, etc., via a network (see column 11, lines 17-20 and Figure 8). Hamilton et al. 
also discloses the possibility of the server including a separate processor operating remote from 
the application with information being transferred across the network (see column 11, lines 44- 
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47). Hamilton et al. discloses the server to use DDE (Dynamic Data Exchange) request strings to 
access information (see column 11, lines 30-3 1). Hamilton et al. also discloses the request 
strings to return, to the server, data corresponding to certain application and topic names (see 
column 11, lines 30-41 and Figure 8). Note, the Office interprets the DDEserver of Hamilton et 
al. to inherently perform the functions of the import module of Applicant's claims since the 
requested data in Hamilton et al. is returned back to the server and further used in application 
building (see column 11, lines 20-27 and Figure 1). Although Hamilton et al. discloses a 
graphical interface for displaying objects (see Figures 12-15), Hamilton et al. does not explicitly 
disclose the GUI serving as an application builder, displaying objects using at least two icons 
wherein the second icon can be positioned relative to the first. Butler et al. discloses system for 
programming telephony applications using object orientated language (see columns 1-2, lines 67- 
7). Butler et al. discloses the system comprising a server/client communication where the server 
is running an application builder that constructs an application in stand alone program code 
according to an application design, made by an application designer included on the client (see 
column 3, lines 14-17 and #10, 12, 30, 32 of Figure 1). Butler et al. further discloses the 
application designer to comprise of a GUI which displays representations of component objects 
as icons, the objects mapping to actual methods or actions of codes (see columns 3-4, lines 57-6). 
Butler et al. also discloses that the icons can be positioned relative to each other, representing a 
flow of the telephony program (see column 4, lines 16-24 and Figure 3). Note, the Office 
interprets the application builder of Butler et al. fimctionally equivalent to the generation module 
of Applicant's claims. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to implement the object oriented application/server computing 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/027,945 Page 4 

Art Unit: 2676 

techniques of Hamilton et al. with the visual telephony programming generation techniques of 
Butler et al. in order to create or modify a visual representation of a desired program flow, 
making it easier for a user to create or modify scripting code by allowing the user to create or 
modify the code remotely (see column 1, lines 43-48 and column 6, lines 26-37 of Butler et al.). 
Although Butler et al. discloses the programming of a STOP function within the application 
designer (see #40C of Figure 3), neither, Hamilton et al. nor Butler et al. explicitly disclose the 
server suspending an operating thread of the script however Shaw does. Shaw et al. discloses a 
universal application server configured to suspend the instance of an application running and 
initiated by a user (see column 14, lines 32-39 of Shaw et al.). It would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to implement the object 
oriented application/server computing techniques of Hamilton et al. and the visual telephony 
programming generation techniques of Butler et al. with the application server capabilities of 
Shaw et al. in order to create a more efficient distributed processing system, balancing and 
managing loads and sessions in a client server network environment (see columns 3-4, lines 66-3 
of Shaw et al.) releasing unused resources. 

In reference to claim 7, Hamilton et al., Butler et al. and Shaw et al. disclose all of the 
claim limitations as applied to claim 6 above in addition, Hamilton et al. discloses the graphical 
objects of the invention programmed in C++ or VBA (see columns 3-4, lines 62-20 and columns 
4-5, lines 24-4) which the Office interprets as a "non-script programming language." 

In reference to claim 8, Hamilton et al., Butler et al. and Shaw et al. disclose all of the 
claim limitations as applied to claim 6 above. Since Butler et al. discloses both the server and 
client comprising of hard disk drives (see columns 2-3, lines 65-7 and column 3, lines 24-28), the 
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Office interprets that either elements of Butler et al. inherently and at least temporarily store the 
designed script. 

In reference to claim 9, Hamilton et al., Butler et al. and Shaw et al. disclose all of the 
claim limitations as applied to claim 6 above. Butler et al. discloses the system comprising a 
server/client communication where the server is running an application builder that constructs an 
application in stand alone program code according to an application design, made by an 
application designer included on the client (see column 3, lines 14-17 and #10, 12, 30, 32 of 
Figure 1). 

In reference to claim 10, Hamilton et al., Butler et al. and Shaw et al. disclose all of the 
claim limitations as applied to claim 6 above. Butler et al. discloses the application designer to 
comprise of a GUI which displays representations of component objects as icons, the objects 
mapping to actual methods or actions of codes (see columns 3-4, lines 57-6). 

In reference to claim 1 1 , Hamilton et al., Butler et al. and Shaw et al. disclose all of the 
claim limitations as applied to claim 10 above. Butler et al. further discloses the application 
designer to comprise of a GUI which displays representations of component objects as icons, the 
objects mapping to actual methods or actions of codes (see columns 3-4, lines 57-6). Note, with 
reference to Figure 3 of Butler et al, the Office interprets all the objects (see all icons stemming 
from #42c in the window #51) branching from the "Answer Call" object (#42c) as sub-objects 
since all of the branched to objects occur when a call is answered. 

In reference to claim 12, Hamilton et al., Butler et al. and Shaw et al. disclose all of the 
claim limitations as applied to claim 10 above. Butler et al. further discloses the application 
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designer to comprise of a GUI which displays representations of component objects as icons, the 
objects mapping to actual methods or actions of codes (see columns 3-4, lines 57-6). 

Response to Arguments 
3. Applicant's arguments, see pages 1-2 of Applicant's Remarks, filed 08/16/2005, with 
respect to the rejection(s) of claim(s) 6-12 and 22 under 35 USC 103(a) have been fully 
considered and are persuasive. Therefore, the rejection has been withdrawn due to the filing of 
an affidavit under 1.131. However, upon further consideration, a new ground(s) of rejection is 
made in view of Butler et al. (U.S. Patent 6,141,724). 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Antonio Caschera whose telephone number is (571) 272-7781. 
The examiner can normally be reached Monday-Thursday and alternate Fridays between 7:30 
AM and 5:00 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Matthew Bella, can be reached at (571) 272-7778. 

Any response to this action should be mailed to: 

Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 
Washington, D.C. 20231 

or faxed to: 
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(703) 872-9314 (for Technology Center 2600 only) 



Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 

should be directed to the Technology Center 2600 Customer Service Office whose telephone 

number is (703) 306-0377. ffc^ < . 

MATTHEW C. BELLA 
\bU SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 

^ TECHNOLOGY CENTER 2600 

10/15/05 



